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SECTION I: GENERAL INFORMATION

A, GENERAL | NFORVATI ON

Control Authority Nane: NPDES #:
Mai | i ng address:

Permt Signatory: Title:

Tel ephone: FAX NUMBER:
Pretreat ment Contact: Title:
Addr ess:

Tel ephone:

Pretreat ment program approval date:

Dat es of approval of any substantial nodifications:

Mont h Annual Pretreatnment Report Due:

Pretreat ment Year Dates: Date(s) of Audit:

( ASSESSMENT)
I nspector(s):

NAVE TITLE/ AFFI LI ATI ON PHONE NUMBER

Control Authority representative(s):

NAVE TITLE PHONE NUMBER

*

* |ldentifies Program Contact

Dat es of Previous PCls/Audits:

Audi t Checkl i st
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SECTION |: GENERAL | NFORNMATI ON

TYPE DATE DEFI Cl ENCI ES NOTED

YES NO

Is the Control Authority currently operating under any pretreatnent rel ated
consent decree, Administrative Order, conpliance or enforcenent action?

If yes, describe the required corrective action:

Is the Control Authority currently in SNC or RNC?

The remai nder of this page has been left blank, but provides a place to enter a
narrative description of any information that may not fit appropriately into the
guestions that are asked. Mark questions or input areas with a asterisk or footnote
that tells that there is nore explanatory information and where it can be found.
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SECTION |: GENERAL | NFORNMATI ON

B. TREATNMENT PLANT | NFORMATI ON
1. THI S PRETREATMENT PROGRAM COVERS THE FOLLOW NG NPDES PERM TS/ TREATMENT PLANTS:
NPDES Ef fective Expi ration
Permit No. Nane of Treatnent Plant Dat e Dat e
*
* | ndicates the permt nunber/treatnment plant under which the Pretreatment Programis tracked.
2. I ndi vidual Treatnent Plant | nformation
a. Nane of Treatnent Plant:

Locati on Address:

Expiration Date of NPDES Permit:

Treat ment Pl ant \Wastewater Fl ow Design- MED; Actual (Average)- MED

Sewer System % Separ at e; % Conbi ned, # of CSGs

I ndustrial Contribution to this Treatnent Pl ant

# of Sl Us : # of ClUs :

I ndustrial Flow (ngd): Industrial Flow (% : %
Level of Treatnent Type of Process(es):

Primary

Secondary

Tertiary

Met hod of Disinfection:

Dechl ori nati on YES NO

Ef fl uent Di scharge

Recei vi ng Stream Nane:

Recei ving Stream O assification:

Recei ving Stream Use:

If effluent is disposed of to any |ocation other than the receiving stream
pl ease not e:

Met hod of Sl udge Di sposal: Quantity of Sludge:
Land Application dry tons/yr.
I nci neration dry tons/yr.
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SECTION |: GENERAL | NFORNMATI ON

Monof i | | dry tons/yr.
Mun. Solid Waste Landfill dry tons/yr.
Public Distribution dry tons/yr.
Lagoon Storage dry tons/yr.
O her (specify) dry tons/yr.

List of toxic pollutant limts in NPDES permt:

a. (continuation of individual treatnent plant information for
Treat ment Pl ant.)

YES NO_ Does the Control Authority hold a sludge permit or has the NPDES
permt been nodified to include sludge use and di sposal
requi renents? |If yes, specify the foll ow ng:

| ssuing Authority:
| ssuance Date:
Expiration Date:

List pollutants that are specified in current sludge permt:

YES NO NA
Has the Control Authority submtted results of whole effluent

bi ol ogi cal toxicity testing.

Has there been a pattern of toxicity denonstrated by effluent
toxicity testing? |If yes, explain what has been or is being done
about it. (eg. |Is there an ongoi ng TRE?)

How many times were the follow ng nonitored during the past pretreatnent year?

| nfl uent Ef f |l uent Sl udge Anbi ent

Metal s *

Priority **

Bi onmoni t ori ng

TCLP

Q her:

* As identified at 40 CFR 122, Appendix D, Table 111, ** As identified at 40 CFR 122, Appendi x D,
Table |1

Sunmmari ze any trends over the last five years regardi ng pollutant (influent,
ef fluent and sl udge) |oadings. Have they increased, decreased, or stayed the
same. Evaluate for each paraneter neasured.

YES NO NA
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SECTION |: GENERAL | NFORNMATI ON

Has t he POTW begun tracking the trends in the above sanples?

Has the POTWviolated it's NPDES Pernmt either for effluent limts
or sludge over the last 12 nonths?

If yes, List the NPDES effluent and sludge limts violated and the
suspect ed cause(s)

Paraneters Viol ated Cause(s)

YES NO
Has the treatnment plant sludge violated the TCLP Test?
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

C. Control Authority Pretreatnent Program Modification [403. 18]

YES NO

Has public comment been solicited during revisions to the Sewer use
ordi nance and/or local limts since the |ast program nodification?
[403.5(c)(3)]

Have any substantial nodifications been made or requested to any
pretreatment program conponents since the [ast audit?
If yes, identify bel ow

1. Modifications:

Dat e
Dat e I ncor por at ed
Appr oved Ordi nance Citation/ i n NPDES
by EPA Nature of Mbodification Permi t

2. Modifications in Progress:

Dat e Request ed Nat ure of Mbdification

YES NO

Have any changes been made to any pretreatnent program conponents (excluding
any |isted above)? If yes:

Has the Control Authority notified the Approval Authority of all program
changes? (e.g., Mdified fornms, procedures, legal authorities). If no,
pl ease copy and attach the nodified form etc.
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

D. Lega

| Authority [403.8(f)(1)]

Dat e
Dat e
Dat e

Does
[ 403

YES

YES

YES NO

of original Pretreatnent Program approval : [ VENDB- PTI M
of nost recent O di nance approved by the Control authority:
of nost recent Pretreatnent Program nodification approval:

the Control Authority's |legal authority enable it to:

L8(F) (1) (i-vii)]
NO

Deny or condition pollutant discharges
Requi re conpliance with standards
Control discharges through permt or simlar nmeans
Requi re conpliance schedul es and IU reports
Carry out inspection and nonitoring activities
ot ai n renedi es for nonconpliance
Comply with confidentiality requirenents
Establ i sh Pollution Prevention

| 6

Has the city devel oped and adopted a Pol lution Prevention policy?

Has the Control Authority experienced difficulty in inplenenting the sewer
use ordinance? |If yes, identify reason

No oversight authority

No i nspection authority

No renedi es for nonconpliance

No "equi val ent" standard

No cl ear delineation of responsibility for programinpl enentation
Interjurisdictional agreenents not entered into

O her, Specify:

Are all industrial users located within the jurisdictional boundaries of the

Control Authority? If no

Has the Control Authority negotiated all |egal agreenents necessary to
ensure that pretreatnment standards will be enforced in contributing

jurisdictions?

Have provisions been nmade for the incorporation of Pollution Prevention (P?
policies by contributing jurisdictions?
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

N =

Li st the name of contributing jurisdictions, if any, the nunber of C Us,
SIUs and type of nultijurisdictional agreenments in those jurisdictions:

Nunber Nunber of Type of
Nane of Jurisdiction of ClUs G her Sl Us Agr eenent

If relying on activities of contributing jurisdictions, indicate which
activities are performed by jurisdictions and describe any problens in their
i mpl enent ati on.

Probl ens

Updating industrial waste survey
Noti fication of IUs

Permit issuance

Recei pt and review of 11U reports
I nspection and sanpling of IUs
Assessment of IUs for P?
activity

Anal ysi s of sanpl es

Enf or cenent

O her:

Briefly describe other problens:

Identify any IUs that have caused problens of interference, upset, pass through,
sl udge contam nation, problenms in the collection system or worker health and
safety in the past 12 nonths:
NPDES Per mi t
Violation
| U Nane Probl em Yes No

YES

Industrial User Characterization [403.8(f)(2)(i)]

NO

Has the Control Authority (CA) updated its Industrial Waste Survey (1W5)
to identify new Industrial Users (1Us) or changes in wastewater discharges
at existing 1Us? [403.8(f)(2)(i)]

If yes, while conducting the IW5 was each potential |1U evaluated by the
CA for the possibility of incorporating P?* activity?

Does the Control Authority have witten procedures to update its
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

I ndustrial Waste Survey (IW5) to identify new Industrial Users (l1Us) or
changes in wastewater discharges at existing IUs? [403.8(f)(2)(i)]

If yes, do the witten procedures include provisions for the assessnent of
potential new IUs to incorporate P> activity and the distribution of P?
reference materials to the IUs which qualify?

VWhat nethods are used to update the |Ws:

Revi ew of newspaper/ phone book

Revi ew of pl unbi ng/building permts
Revi ew of water billing records
Permt reapplication requirenents
Onsite inspections

Citizen invol venent

O her (specify)

How often is the survey to be updated?

Are there any problens that the Control Authority has in identifying and
cat egori zing Sl Us:

YES
Have any new Sl Us been identified within the last 12 nonths? If yes:
Is the 11U
Nanme of 1U Type of Industry Permitted?
How many I Us are currently identified by the Control Authority in each of the
foll owi ng groups:
a. SIUs (As defined by the Control Authority) [WENDB-SIUS]
b. Categorical Industrial Users (ClUs) [WENDB-Cl US|
C. Noncat egorical Sl Us
d. O her regul ated nonsignificant 1Us (Describe)
TOTAL of a. + d.
YES

Has the POTWidentified any IUs with Pollution Prevention opportunities?
Is the Control Authority's definition of "significant industrial user” the

sane as EPA' ' s? [403.3(t)(1)(i-ii)]

If not, the Control Authority has defined "significant industrial user” to mean:
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

F.

YES

YES

Control Mechani sm Evaluation [403.8(f)(1)(iii)]

_NO

Has the Control Authority asked for Best Managenent Practices (BMPs) or
Pol lution Prevention assessnents as part of the permt application?

Describe the Control Authority's approved control mechanism(e.g., permt,
etc.):

What is the maxi mumterm of the control nechani sn?

How many SIUs are not covered by an existing, unexpired permt or other
control mechani sn? |[WENDBs-NOCM If there are any Sl Us without current
(unexpired) permts, please conplete the information bel ow

PERM T
EXPI RATI ON

| U NAVE DATE

NO
- Does the Control Authority accept trucked septage wastes?
- Does the Control Authority accept other trucked wastes?
- Does the Control Authority have a control mechanismfor regul ating trucked
wastes? |If yes, answer the follow ng:
YES NO
_ __ Does Control Mechani sm desi gnate
a di scharge point? [403.5(b)(8)]
__ __ Are all applicable categorical standards
and local Iimts applied to
trucked wastes ?
List all pollutants and applicable limts, other than local Iimts and

categorical standards, that are applied to waste haul ers:

Pol | ut ant Lint

Descri be the di scharge point(s) (including security procedures):

Does the Control Authority accept Underground Storage Tank (UST) cl eanup
wast es?

Does the Control Authority have a control mechani smfor regul ati ng wastes
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

from UST sites?

List all pollutants and applicable limts, other than local Iimts and
categorical standards, that are applied to UST cl eanup sites:

Pol | ut ant Lint

G Application of Pretreatnent Standards and Requirenents
YES _NO
Has the POTWnotified the I1Us of their potential requirenment to report
hazardous wastes to EPA, the State, and the POTW
Date Notified Met hod of Notification
How does the Control Authority keep abreast of current regulations to
ensure proper inplenentation of standards?
Federal Register Journal s, Newsletters
Meet i ngs, Training O her
Gover nment Agenci es O her
YES _NO
Is the Control Authority in the process of making any changes to its | ocal
l[imts or have limts changed since the last PCl, Audit, or Annual Report?
If yes, conplete the information bel ow
Pol | ut ant ad New Reason
Changed Limt Limt for Change
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

YES NO_

_ Has the Control Authority technically evaluated the need for local limts
for all required pollutants |isted bel ow? [ WENDB- EVLL] [403.5(c)(1);
403.8(f)(4)]

Headwor ks Local Local
Anal ysi s Limts Limts
Conpl et ed? Needed? Adopt ed? Nuneri cal
Limt Adopted
Yes No Yes No Yes No (mo/ 1)

Arseni c (As)

Cadmi um ( Cd)

Chrom um Tot al

Copper (CQu)

Cyani de (CN)

Lead (Pb)

Mer cury (Hg)

Mol ybdenum (Mb) *

Ni ckel (N)

Sel eni um ( Se) *

Silver (AQ)

Zinc (Zn)

* - |If necessary for the sludge di sposal option chosen.

YES _NO

_ Has the Control Authority identified pollutants of concern other than the
required pollutants and technically evaluated the need for local limts
for these? If yes, provide the follow ng information:

Headwor ks Local Local
Anal ysi s Limts Limts
Conpl et ed? Needed? Adopt ed? Nuneri cal
Limt Adopted
POLLUTANT Yes No Yes No Yes No (mo/ 1)

Audit Checkli st
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

YES _NO

VWere it has been determned that certain pollutants need to have linmts,

has the POTWidentified the sources of the pollutants?

VWhat net hod of allocation was used for | ocal
local limt in-place?

TYPE OF ALLOCATI ON

Uni f orm
Concentration

Arseni c (As)
Cadmi um ( Cd)
Chrom um Tot al
Copper (CQu)
Cyani de (CN)
Lead (Pb)

Mer cury (Hg)
Mol ybdenum ( Mo)
N ckel (N)
Sel eni um ( Se)
Silver (AQ)
Zinc (Zn)

If there is nore than one treatnment plant,

Mass

were the | ocal

limts for each pollutant that has a

Hybrid

limts established

specifically for each plant or were local limts applied uniformy to all plants?

Page 13
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

H  COWPLI ANCE MONI TORI NG

Conpl i ance Monitoring and | nspection Requirenments:

Appr oved Feder al Expl ai n

Pr ogr am Aspect Program Requi r enent Difference
| nspecti ons:

Cl Us 1/ year

O her SIUs 1/ year
Sanpl i ng:

Cl Us 1/ year

O her SIUs 1/ year
Reporti ng:

Cl Us 2/ year

O her SIUs 2/ year
Sel f - Moni tori ng:

Cl Us 2/ year

O her SIUs 2/ year

# % How many and what percentage of SIUs were:

(refer to p.1 for Pretreatnent year)
Not sanpled at |east once in the past reporting year?
Not inspected at |east once in the past Pretreatnment reporting year?

Not inspected and not sanpled at |east once in the past reporting year ?
[ VENDB- NOI N] - [ 403. 8(f) (2) (V)]

Attach the nanes of SIUs that were not sanpled and/or not inspected within
the last Pretreatnent reporting year. |Include an expl anation next to each
nane as to why it was not sanpled and/or not inspected.

Does the Control Authority routinely split sanples with industri al
per sonnel :

YES NO

I f requested?
To verify IU self-nmonitoring results?

Provide the follow ng information regardi ng pol |l utant anal yses done by the POTW

Anal ytical Method * Nane of Laboratory

Met al s
Cyani de
Organi cs
O her
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

Were all wastewater sanples anal yzed by 40 CFR 136 net hods?

* Enter the type of Analytical Method used for each group of pollutants. (eg. AA-
flame, AA-furnace, GC, GC/ M5, ICP, etc.

YES _NO
Does the POTWuse QN QC for sanpling and analysis? |If yes, describe:
How much time normal |y el apses between sanple collection and obt ai ni ng
anal ytical results for:
Conventional s
Met al s
Organi cs
Is there an established protocol clearly detailing sanmpling |ocation and
pr ocedur es?
Has the Control Authority had any probl ens perform ng
conpl i ance nmoni t ori ng?
If yes, explain:
Does the Control Authority use the follow ng nmethods for
conpl i ance nmoni t ori ng?
YES NO
Schedul ed conpliance nonitoring
Unschedul ed conpl i ance nonitoring
Demand nonitoring for 1U conpliance
I U sel f-nonitoring
O her:
YES NO

Has the Control Authority identified any violation of the prohibited
di scharge standards in the last reporting year ? |f yes, describe bel ow.
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

YES

YES

_NO

ENFORCEMENT

Is the Control Authority definition of SNC consistent with EPA s?
[403.8(f)(2)(vii)]

Does the Control Authority have a witten enforcenent response
plan? [403.8(f)(5)]. |If yes, does the plan:

YES NO

Descri be how the Control Authority will investigate instances of
nonconpl i ance

Describe the Control Authority's types of escal ating enforcenent
responses and the periods for each response

Identify by Title the Oficial (s) responsible for inplenenting
each type of enforcenent response

Refl ect the Control Authority's responsibility to enforce all
applicabl e pretreatnment requirenments and standards

t hose conpli ance/ enforcenent options that are available to the POTWin the
of 1U nonconpliance: [403.8(f)(1)(vi)]

Notice or letter of violation Adm ni strative Order

Setting of conpliance schedul e Revocation of permt

I njunctive relief Fi nes (maxi mum anmount):

civil
crim nal
adm ni strative

/ day/ vi ol ation
/ day/ vi ol ati on
/ day/ vi ol ati on

@ H B

| mpri sonnent
Term nation of Service
O her:

Descri be any problens the Control Authority has experienced in

i npl enenting or enforcing its pretreatnment program

VWhen vi ol ati ons occur, does the Control Authority routinely notify SIUs
and escal ate enforcenent responses if violations continue? [403.8(f)(5)]

Are SIUs required to notify the Control Authority within 24
hours of beconmi ng aware of a violation and to conduct additional
monitoring within 30 days after the violation is identified?
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

[403.12(9)(2)].
Comment :

If no, does the Control Authority conduct all of the nonitoring?

YES _NO NA
Does the pattern of enforcenment conformto the Enforcenent Response
Pl an?
Conplete the following table for SlUs identified as SNC
Date First
SIU Identified Enf or cenent Action Return to Conpliance?
Nane in SNC Type Dat e Yes (Date No
I ndi cate the nunber and percent of SlUs that were identified as being
in significant nonconpliance during the past Pretreatnent reporting
peri od:
# %
Pretreat ment Standards [ WENDB- PSNC] (Local Limts/Categorical Standards)
Sel f-monitoring requirenents [WENDB- MSNC]
Reporting requirenments [ WENDB- PSNC]
Pretreat ment conpliance schedul e [ WVENDB- SSNC]|
How many Sl Us that are currently in SNC with self-nonitoring and were
not inspected or sanpled? [WENDB- SN N|
YES _NO
Does the ERP provide for any Pollution Prevention activities as corrctive
actions? If so, give sonme exanples.
Has the Control Authority experienced any of the foll ow ng:
YES _NO EXPLAIN and I D Industrial User

Interference [ VENDB] .
Pass t hrough [ WENDB] .
Fire or expl osions?
(incl. flash point viol.)
Corrosive structural damage?
(incl. pH <5.0).

Fl ow obstructi ons?
Excessive fl ow

or pol | utant
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

concentrations?
Heat probl ens?
Interference due to oi
or grease?

Toxi ¢ funes?
[Ilicit dunping of
haul ed wast es?

YES NO
Does the Control Authority compare all nonitoring data to applicable
Pretreatment Standards and requirements contained in the control
mechani sn? [403.8(f) (2)(iv)]
How many SIUs are currently on conpliance schedul es?
Have any ClUs been allowed nore than 3 years fromthe effective date of a
categorical standard to achi eve conpliance with those standards?
[403.6(b)]
I ndi cate the nunmber of SIUs from which penalties have been collected by the
Control Authority during the past Pretreatnment reporting period:
Nunber Anount
CGvil $
Adnmi ni strative $
Tot al $
[ VENDB- | UPN]
J. DATA MANAGEMENT/ PUBLI C PARTI Cl PATI ON
YES _NO
Are inspection & sanpling records well docunented, organized and readily
retrievable? Are files/records:
YES NO
conput eri zed
hard copy
OTHER
Are the following files conputerized:
YES _NO

Control Mechani sm | ssuance

I nspection and Sanpling schedul e
Moni t ori ng Dat a

I U Conpliance Status Tracking

O her:

Can U nonitoring data can be retrieved by:
I ndustry nanme
Pol | utant type
I ndustrial category or type
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

Sl C Code

I U di scharge vol une

Ceographic | ocation

Receiving treatnent plant (i.e.if > one plant in the system

O her (specify)

Does t he POTW have provisions to address clains of confidentiality?
[403.8(f)(1)(vii)]

Have 1 Us requested that data be held confidential?
How is confidential information handl ed by the Control Authority?

Are there significant public or conmunity issues inpacting the POTW s
pretreat nent progran?

If yes, please explain:

Are all records maintained for at |east 3 years?

K. RESOURCES

VWhat is the current level of resources dedicated to the Pretreatnment Programin FTEs
and fundi ng anmounts? [403.8(f)(3)] * - FTE = Full Time Equival ent Enpl oyee

YES _NO

Have any problens in programinpl enentati on been observed which appear to
be related to i nadequate fundi ng?
If yes, describe and show bel ow t he source(s) of funding for the program

Percent of Total Fundi ng

POTW general operating fund
U permt fees

nmoni t ori ng char ges

i ndustry surcharges

ot her (descri be)

Tot al 100%

I s fundi ng expected to continue near the current level? If no, will it:
I ncrease or Decr ease
If no, describe the nature of the changes:
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SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

YES

&

Are an adequate nunber of personnel available for the follow ng program
areas:

NO If no, explain

Legal assistance
Permtting

I U inspections
Sanpl e col l ection
Sanpl e anal yses
Dat a anal ysi s,

revi ew and response
Enf or cenent

Admi ni stration
(inc. record keeping
/ dat a managenent)

Does the Control Authority have access to adequate:

If ves then list and if no, explain

Sanpl i ng equi pnent

Saf ety equi pnent

Vehi cl es
Anal yti cal equi pnent

POLLUTI ON PREVENTI ON

Describe any efforts that have been taken to incorporate pollution prevention
into the Pretreatnment Program (e.g. waste minimzation at |1Us, household
hazar dous waste prograns, etc.):

Has the source of any toxic pollutants been identified?
If yes, what was found?

Has the POTWi npl enented any kind of public education progran? If yes,
descri be:

Audit Checkli st
Page 20 (revised 02/ 26/ 96)



SECTION |1: PROGRAM ANALYSI S AND PROFI LE

4. Does the POTW have any pol lution prevention success stories for industrial
users docunent ed? . If yes, please attach.
5. Are SIUs required to get a pollution prevention audit or assessnent as a part

of their permt application or as a requirenent of their permt?

6. Has the POTWused any of the various "Guides to Pollution Prevention" as
exanples to their industrial and comercial users as ways to elimnate or reduce
pol | ut ant s?
If yes, which of the "GQuides to Pollution Prevention" were used?

Audit Checkli st
Page 21 (revised 02/ 26/ 96)



SECTION I11: I NDUSTRI AL USER FI LE REVI EW

FILE #: _ 1 I ndustry Nane

File/1D No.

I ndustry Address

I ndustry Description

I ndustrial Category

Ave. Total Flow (gpd) Ave.

Industry visited during audit: YES NO

40 CFR SI C Code:

Process Fl ow (gpd)

Conment s:

FILE #: _ 2 | ndustry Nane File/lD No.

I ndustry Address

I ndustry Description

I ndustrial Category 40 CFR SI C Code:

Ave. Total Flow (gpd) Ave.

Industry visited during audit: YES NO

Process Fl ow (gpd)

Conment s:

FILE #: _ 3 | ndustry Nane File/lD No.

I ndustry Address

I ndustry Description

I ndustrial Category 40 CFR SI C Code:

Ave. Total Flow (gpd) Ave.

Industry visited during audit: YES NO

Process Fl ow (gpd)

Conment s:

FILE #: _ 4 | ndustry Nane File/lD No.

I ndustry Address

I ndustry Description

I ndustrial Category 40 CFR SI C Code:

Ave. Total Flow (gpd) Ave.

Industry visited during audit: YES NO

Comment s:

Process Fl ow (gpd)

FILE #: _ 5 I ndustry Nane

File/1D No.

I ndustry Address
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SECTION I11: I NDUSTRI AL USER FI LE REVI EW

I ndustry Description

I ndustrial Category 40 CFR

Ave. Total Flow (gpd) Ave. Process Fl ow (gpd)

Industry visited during audit: YES NO

Comment s:

SI C Code:

A I ndustrial User Characterization

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5

1. Is the 11U considered
"significant" by the
Control Authority?

2. Is the user subject to
cat egorical pretreatnent

st andar ds?

a. New source or existing

source (NS or ES)?

b. Is this U one
identified as having
P?> potential ?

Comment s:

B. Control Mechani sm

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5

1. Does the file contain an
application for a control

nmechani sn?
If yes, what is the
application date?

Does it ask for Pollution
Prevention i nformati on?

2. Does the file contain a
Permt?

Permt Expiration Date?

Is a fact sheet included?

3. Has the SIU been issued a
control mechani sm cont ai ni ng:
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[403.8(F) (D) (iii)(A-(B)]

a.

b

Legal Authority Cite?

Expiration date?

St at ement  of
nontransferability?

Appropriate discharge
[imtations?

Appropriate
self-monitoring
requirenents?

Sanpl i ng frequency?

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 5

Sanpling | ocations?

Requi renent for flow
nmoni t ori ng?

Types of sanples
(grab or composite)
for self-nonitoring?

Applicable U reporting
requirenents?

St andard conditi ons for

Ri ght of Entry?

Records retenti on?

Cvil and Crimnal
Penal ty provisions?

Revocation of permt?

Conpl i ance schedul es/
progress reports

Ceneral / Specific
Pr ohi bi ti ons?

VWere technol ogically
and econom cal ly

achi evabl e, are P?
aspect included?

Comment s:
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C. Application of Standards

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

1. Has the 1U been properly
cat egori zed?

2. Were both Categorica
Standards and Local Limts
properly applied?

3. Was the U notified
of recent revisions to
appl i cabl e pretreat ment
standards? [403.8(f)(2)(iii)]

4. For 1Us subject to production-
based standards, have the
st andards been properly
applied? [403.8(f)(1)(iii)]

Audit Checkli st
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FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5

For IUs with conbi ned
wast estreans is the
Conbi ned Wast estream
Formul a or the Fl ow

Wei ght ed Average formul a
correctly applied?
[403.6(d) and (e)]

For 1Us receiving a "net/
gross" variance, are the

al ternate standards properly
appl i ed?

Is the Control Authority

appl yi ng a bypass
provision to this 1U?

Comment s:

Conpl i ance Mbni toring

Sanplin
FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5

Does the file contain
Control Authority sanpling
results for the

i ndustry?

Did the Control Authority
sanmpl e as frequently as
required by its approved
program or permt?

[ 403.8(c)]

Does the sampling report(s)
include: [403.8(f)(2)(vi)]

a. Nane of sanpling
per sonnel ?

b. Sanpl e date and ti me?

C. Sanpl e type?

d. Wastewater flow at the
time of sanpling?

e. Sanpl e preservation

Page 26

Audi t Checkl i st
(revised 02/ 26/ 96)



SECTION I11: I NDUSTRI AL USER FI LE REVI EW

pr ocedur es?

f. Chai n- of - cust ody
records?
g. Results for al

parameters? SlUs & Cl Us
[403.12(g)(1) - A Us]

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

4. Has the Control Authority
appropriately inplenmented al
appl i cable TTO noni toring/
managenment requirenents?

5. Did the Control Authority
adequately assess the
need for flow proportion
vs. time-proportion vs.
grab sanpl es?

6. Were 40 CFR 136 anal yti cal
met hods used? [403.8(f) (2)(vi)

Comment s:

| nspecti ons
FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

7. Does the 11U file contain
i nspection reports?

8. a. Has the Control Authority
i nspected the 11U at | east
as frequently as required
by the approved program
or permt? [403.8(c)]

b. Date of last Inspection

9. Does the inspection
report (s) include:
[403.8(f)(2)(vi)]

a. | nspect or Nane(s)

b. I nspection date and
time?

C. Nanme and title of U

Audit Checkli st
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official contacted?

d. Verification of
production rates?

e. Identification of sources,
flow, and types of
di scharge (regul at ed,
dilution flow, etc.)?

f. Eval uati on of
pr etreat nent
facilities?

g. Eval uati on of self-
nmoni t ori ng equi prent
and techni ques?

FILE 1 FILE 2 FILE 3 FILE 4 FILE 5

h. (Re) - BEval uation of slug
di scharge control plan
& need to devel op?
[403.8(f)(2)(Vv)]

i Manuf act uri ng
facilities?

j- Chemi cal handling and
st orage procedures?

k. Chemi cal spil
preventi on areas?

l. Hazar dous waste storage
areas and handl i ng
pr ocedur es?

m Sanpl i ng procedures?
n. Laborat ory procedures?
0. Moni t ori ng records?

p. Eval uati on of

Pol | uti on Prevention
opportunities?

qg. Control Authority
i nspector signature?

Comment s:

|U Self-Mnitoring and Reporting

Audit Checkli st
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 5

Does the file contain
self-monitoring reports?

Does the file include:

a. BVR?

b. 90- Day Report?

C. Al'l periodic reports?

d. Conpl i ance schedul e
reports?

Did the 1U report on al
requi red paraneters?

Did the 1U conply with the
requi red sanmpling
frequency(s)?

Did the 1U report
fl ow?

Did the 1U conply with
the required reporting
frequency(s)?

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 5

For all SIUs, are self-
nmoni toring reports signed
and certified?

Did the 1U report al
changes inits
di scharge?

[403.12(j)]

Has the 11U devel oped
a Slug Control and
Prevention Pl an?

Has the industry been
responsi ble for spills or
slug | oads discharged to
t he POTW?

If yes, does the file contain
docunent ati on regarding:

a. Did the spill cause
Pass Through or
I nterference?
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b. Did POTWrespond to
the spill?

Comment s:

E. Enforcenent

1

Were all 1U discharge
violations identified in:
[403.8(f)(2)(vi)]

a. Control Authority
nmoni toring results?

b. 1U self-nonitoring
results?

c. If NSCUwas it
conpliant within 90
days from conmencenent
of di scharge?

How many reports submtted
during the past reporting
year indicated discharge
viol ati ons?

Did the 11U notify the
Control Authority within
24 hours of becom ng aware
of the violation(s)?

Enf or cenent (conti nued)

Was additional nonitoring
conducted w thin 30 days
after each discharge

viol ati on occurred?

Were all nondi scharge
violations identified in
the file?

Was the U notified of al
vi ol ati ons?

Was fol |l ow up enforcenent

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5

FILE 1 FILE 2

FILE 3

FILE 4

FILE 5
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10.

11.

12.

13.

action taken by the
Control Authority?

Did the Control Authority
follow its approved ERP?

Did the Control Authority's
enf orcenent action result
in the I'U achieving
conpl i ance?

Is there a conpliance
schedul e?

If yes:

Were there any conpliance
schedul e vi ol ati ons?

Was SNC cal cul ated for the
violations on a quarterly
basi s? [403.8(f)(2)(vii)]

During eval uation for SNC
did the CA consider each of
the following criteria?

Chronic violations

TRC

Pass t hrough/Interference

Spill/slug | oads

Reporting

Conpl i ance schedul e

@Tea0oe

ot hers (specify)

Was the Sl U published for

SNC?

Dat e of publication

Comment s:
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Control Authority: NPDES #:

PRETREATMENT AUDIT

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)

INDUSTRIAL SITEVISIT

Nane, address and phone nunber of industry:

Type of industry: Date/ Tine of visit:

(I'nclude regulatory citation if CU)

| ndustry contacts:

W R

© © N o o

11.

12.

Yes No
Significant industrial user?

N A

Classified correctly?

Pretreat ment equi pnent or procedures?

Pretreat ment equi pnent maintai ned and
oper ati onal ?

Hazar dous waste generated or stored?

Proper solid waste di sposal ?

Sol vent managenent/ TTO control ?

Sui t abl e sanpling | ocation?

Appropriate self-nonitoring
pr ocedur es/ equi pnent ?

Adequate spill prevention and control ?

| ndustrial famliar with limts and
requi renents?

Pol l ution Prevention activity

Addi ti onal comments:
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Vi sit conducted by: Dat e:

(signature of auditor conducting visit)
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PRETREATMENT AUDIT

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT)

INDUSTRIAL SITEVISIT (CONTINUED)

Control Authority: NPDES #:

| ndustry nane:

Addi ti onal comments:

Vi sit conducted by: Dat e:

(signature of auditor conducting visit)
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REPORTABLE NONCOMPLIANCE (RNC)
for the Pretreatment Audit Checklist

(MUNICIPAL POLLUTION PREVENTION ASSESSMENT CHECKLIST)

Control Authority: NPDES #:
Date of Audit: Date entered into QNCR
( ASSESSIVENT)
Level
YES NO Failure to enforce against

pass through and/or interference

YES NO Failure to submt required reports
wi thin 30 days

YES NO Failure to nmeet conpliance schedul e
m | estone date within 90 days

YES NO Failure to issue/rei ssue control
mechani sns to 90% of SIUs within



6 nont hs

YES NO Failure to inspect or sanple 80%
of SIUs within the last reporting year I
YES NO Failure to enforce pretreatnent
st andards and reporting I
requirenents
YES NO O her violations of concern
|1
SI GNI FI CANT NONCOWPLI ANCE ( SNC)
YES NO Is the Control Authority in SNC for violation
of any Level | criterion.
YES NO Is the Control Authority in SNC for violation

of 2 or nore Level Il criterion.



WENDB DATA ENTRY WORKSHEET

AUDIT / (ASSESSMENT)

NAMVE OF PROGRAM NPDES #:
DATE OF AUDIT (DTIA): | NSPECTI ON TYPE: G
( ASSESSMVENT)
| NSPECTOR CODE (INSP): _ FACI LI TY TYPE (FACO): _1
Descri pti on PCS Code Dat a

Date permt originally nodified to

require Pretreatnent inplenmentation PTI M

Nunber of SIUs without effective

control nmechani sm unexpired where

one is required NOCM
Nunber of Significant |Us

(based upon the definition
of the Control Authority) SIUS

Nunber of Categorical |Us Cl US

Techni cal eval uation of Local Limts EVLL

Adoption of TBLLs ADLL

Nunmber of Sl Us not inspected or
sanpl ed during the past year NO N

Nunber of Sl Us in SNC with
Pretreat nent Standards or



Reporting PSNC

Nunber of SIUs in SNC with
self-nonitoring by failing to
accurately report nonconpliance
or failure to provide results within
30 days of due date VSNC

Number of SlUs in SNC with self-
nmoni toring and not inspected

or sanpled during the past year SNI N

Conpl et ed by: Dat e:

ENTERED | NTO PCS: / / by:




